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Steel Imbroglio:A determined and cleverly manipulated 
drive is well under way to gut the Taft-Hartley Act, which 
since 1947 has provided protection to rank and file union 
members and management alike. The labor bosses, work- 
ing within the Administration and through the press, 
have laid the groundwork for this plan of destruction of 
the basic labor reform measure and apparently hope to 
exploit the steel situation between now and the first of 
the year when the Congress convenes. This picture— 
unconveyed in most of the press—shines crystal clear to 
all old hands on Capitol Hill. 


Highlights of the “liberal” campaign are, as follows: 


(1) Steel union boss McDonald’s amazing rejection of 
the eminently reasonable compromise offered by the steel 
companies can only be interpreted as a deliberate trigger 
for industrial chaos. McDonald and his fellow bosses 
want a hectic and confusing industrial situation to create 
an atmosphere for scuttling of the Taft-Hartley Act. “It’s 
outdated and must be replaced” —is the word passec out 
from union headquarters. Such noises, it is calculated, 
will greet Congress when it returns in January and will 
nourish legislation professedly aimed to “remedy” the 
chaotic situation in industry. 


(2) Working closely with McDonald today and for a 
long time in the past has been Secretary of Labor Mitchell. 
This cabinet member has been working at odds with the 
White House. He is known to have opposed invocation 
of the Taft-Hartley Act in the steel conflict. The Wall 
Street Journal (October 21) reported that Mitchell, “act- 
ing on his own and without Administration sanction,” is 
part of the movement to change the Taft-Hartley Act. 


The Secretary of Labor, unable to dissuade Ike from 
invoking the Taft-Hartley Act, got in*his licks when the 
“fact-finding board” was formed. Reportedly Ike, who 1s 
ignorant of personalities in the labor field, simply let 
Mitchell name the three members of the Board. The 
Chairman, Professor George Taylor, is well known as 
“Mitchell’s favorite arbitrator and an anti-Taft-Hartley 
man.” He wasted valuable time by attempts at media- 
tion, only to have McDonald irresponsibly bring them to 
an abrupt end. 

Steel management sources today recall the secret his- 
tory of the wage settlement in 1956. They say that 
Mitchell warned the steel masters that, unless they came 
to terms with the union, the Administration was prepared 
to bypass the Taft-Hartley Act: the Administration would 
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set up a “mediation” board headed by Milton Eisenhower, 
the President’s “liberal” brother, to recommend a settle- 
ment. The steel management caved in and gave Mc- 
Donald what he wanted. As a result, steel had to raise 
prices; inflationists rejoiced. 


(3) Today and for the past two weeks, the “liberal” 
choir in the press has worked hard at its appointed mis- 
sion to discredit the Taft-Hartley Act as “inadequate to 
deal with the present situation” and has distorted facts 
of history to support its thesis. One howler these pundits 
have propagated is that the late Senator Robert A. Taft 
backtracked on his original demand (incorporated in the 
Taft-Hartley Act) that a fact-finding board should not 
make recommendations for a strike settlement. 


Taft never changed his mind about his original 
demand for no recommendations from such a 
board — according to two former aides who 
worked closely with Taft during those years. 


True, Taft in 1949 proposed dropping this clause of the 
Taft-Hartley Act, but that was part of the great Senate 
strategist’s effort to save most of the Act. For in 1949 
Taft faced a difficult situation on Capitol Hill because 
Truman had won the 1948 election, with a promise to re- 
peal the whole Taft-Hartley Act. In January, 1949, Tru- 
man’s Democrats in Congress introduced bills to repeal 
the Taft-Hartley Act in toto. Taft filed a bill proposing 
a number of “sweeteners,” dropping a number of Taft- 
Hartley provisions (including the prohibition of “recom- 
mendations”) so as to rally as many votes as possible and 
to head off repeal of most of the Act. He won a test vote 
in the Senate, and then the labor boss lobby retreated and 
the legislation to repeal died in the House. 


Not Merely Gossip: Former Utah Governor J. Bracken 
Lee captured more than half of all the votes cast as he 
outdistanced five other rivals last week in a preliminary 
nonpartisan election for the post of mayor of Salt Lake 
City. Lee will face State Senator Bruce Jenkins in a run- 


off slated for November 3. 


@ Ninety-five per cent of the Gary, Indiana, steel- 
workers were not in favor of the steel strike, said Bishop 
Andrew Grutka of the Gary diocese last week—according 
to Cur Sunday Visitor, Catholic weekly with the largest 
circulation (900,000) among the Catholic press. This re- 
port confirms many similar observations in the press and 
contradicts the claim of Steelworkers boss McDonald that 
his members were completely behind the strike. It may 
bear fruit after the 80 days of cooling off. 


@ Senator Hubert Humphrey, hopeful for the Demo- 
cratic Presidential nomination, last week received a 15- 
minute standing ovation from 2,800 United Auto Workers 
union delegates at the close of that body’s Atlantic City 
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meeting. According to the AP, delegates “banged on their 
tables, threw papers into the air, fired cap pistols and sang 
their union song.’ The demonstration for the Minnesota 
Senator far exceeded those given to Kennedy and Syming- 
ton who had also appeared on the platform. Labor ob- 
servers say the demonstration was undoubtedly organized 
by UAW leaders and it confirms the HUMAN EVENTS 
story last week that Walter Reuther, UAW head, plans to 
put over Humphrey as the Democratic nominee. 


News From Dixie: The Nashville Banner, after the 
ovation given Senator Hubert Humphrey at the UAW 
convention: 

“Most of the Southern Governors [in their recent con- 
ference] were of the opinion that a Dixie walkout is not 
likely to occur at the 1960 Democratic Convention. 


“However, the Governors making this observation did 
not consider the remote possibility that Hubert Horatio 
Humphrey might be on the ticket in one spot or another. 

“Tf this unlikely event did come to pass, there would be 
no walkout; instead Southern Democratic delegates would 
leave the convention hall on a dead run.’ 


Rockefeller: Intelligence reaching Capitol Hill indi- 
cates that the Rockefeller drive for the GOP Presidential 
nomination, hitherto subterranean, will “surface” within 
the next two or three weeks. Workers in the New York 
Governor’s vineyard are reported to be privately boasting 
that within that period the public will be amazed by the 
open and apparently “spontaneous” demand appearing in 
various parts of the country for Rocky’s nomination. 

A score of “Rockefeller for President” headquarters 
will appear in New England states during the next fort- 
night, it is said. Meanwhile, the intensive work done by 
Rockefeller agents in New Hampshire will step up. The 
Granite State is the “first inning” of the Presidential pri- 
mary campaign. In 1952, Taft’s loss of New Hampshire 
to Eisenhower dealt a heavy blow to his candidacy. 

Additionally, according to what Capitol Hill learns, 
Rockefeller for President clubs will soon blossom in uni- 
versities scattered all over the country. The preliminary 
organization of this “spontaneous” demand for Rocky by 
faculties and students has been accomplished by contacts 
between. Rockefeller foundations and faculty members tn 
the colleges which have benefited by these Rockefeller 
grants. The New York Governor’s political agents are 
obtaining the names of students likely to establish Rocky 
Campus Clubs from the professors who have enjoyed 
Rockefeller foundation largesse. 


There are also reports that many of the “public rela- 
tions” personnel of the huge Standard Oil of New Jersey 
are busy phoning key people, spreading the Nelson gospel 
and lunching at clubs where key people gather. Standard 
of New Jersey is the mother home of the Rockefeller oil 
monopoly, which was finally dissolved (after years of 
court battles) by the US Supreme Court in 1911, in ac- 
cordance with the Sherman Anti-Trust Law of 1890. 

The Rockefeller money remained in Standard of New 
Jersey; other Standard Oil companies in various states 
passed into the hands of other owners and today are, in 
many cases, very much opposed to the nomination and 
election of Nelson Rockefeller. Meanwhile, banking and 
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law firms controlled by the Rockefeller interests continye F 
to pull strings in favor of the New York Governor ( 
reported in HUMAN EVENTS on September 23), 

This unfolding picture confirms previous reports by 
HUMAN EVENTS and one “liberal” columnist, Ralph 
McGill, who wrote (September 12) about the Rockefeller 
political power via Rockefeller financed foundations. Mp. 
Gill remarked, “If the American people once sense thaj 
such a powerful, anonymous force is behind Governg 
Rockefeller, they may become suspicious of such bignes 
and of its power.” 
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Steel Slowdown: The pouting laborites who boss the 
steel unions have no stomach for the 80-day Taft-Hartley 
back-to-work injunction. 


Hints of a work slowdown are being dropped in labor 
circles. Should such a slowdown transpire on a wide basis, 
there will be little doubt that it was triggered by Me- 
Donald and his aides. 


However, Washington notes: Any slowdown 
will come in the face of a recent National Labor 
Relations Board ruling that when employees en- 
gage in a slowdown, employers may reduce their 
pay in proportion to their reduced production, 
without violating the Taft-Hartley Act. 


The ruling states that a slowdown is not protected, con- 
certed activity under the Act and that an employer may 
discharge or discipline employees for slowing down. 


A slowdown will make McDonald less popular not only 
with management, but with steelworkers’ wives, who, 
after operating on tight budgets for months, are looking 
forward to full paychecks. Any McDonald-inspired slow- 
down would, in all likelihood, completely disenchant them 
with the white-haired, front-page glamor boy. 


ees 





GOP Optimism: Republican Congressional Campaign 
Chairman Richard M. Simpson says that a firm anti- 
Socialist trend abroad and powerful GOP sentiment at 
home will make 1960 “the greatest Republican year in 
history.” 

Simpson, as he told an Illinois audience last week, jus- 
tifies his optimism by pointing to three recent develop- 
ments: (1) The upset victory by the GOP in Hawaii, 
(2) the overwhelming and unprecedented third straight 
Conservative party win in England, and (3) the GOP's 
gains in Connecticut’s recent township balloting. 

The Pennsylvanian says that the basic issues were the 
same in all three contests. “In Britain, the Conservative 
victory was a victory against economic experimentation— 
the same kind of dangerous fooling with the forces of sup- 
ply and demand which the Democrats advocate for this 
country.” Representative Simpson points out further 
that an increased number of workingmen supported both 
the British Conservatives and the Connecticut GOP. In 
the industrial town of Bristol, Connecticut—a Democratic 
stronghold—the GOP won for the first time in ten years. 

@ Congressman Simpson can now list another reason 
for his optimism. Attorney Howard W. Young, in his first 
fling at politics, scored a major victory for the Republicans 
in Massachusetts. Young, campaigning almost exclu- 
sively against the high-tax policies of Democratic Gov- 
ernor Foster Furcolo, won a special election two weeks ago 
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Public Enemy Number One---Taxes 








, PAUL HARVEY, started out chasing a sneak thief... 

and I ended up with the detection of Public Enemy 
Number One. I have been two weeks on the trail. I am 
very tired, but the job is done. No conviction yet, but 1 
can name him now. And he is yours to prosecute as you 
see fit. Before I tell you his name .. . here’s what 
happened : 


Two weeks ago I got a letter from a farmer on the 
subject of the last election. But he included this question, 
“Who is the middle man who is getting rich off the 
farmer?” 


He said he sells a bushel of wheat for $1.73. By the 
time that bushel of wheat is made into 66 loaves of 
bread it costs housewives $15.84. Whoa, there! “Who’s 
getting rich on me?” the farmer wanted to know. 


Well, I’ve heard that question repeated so often that I 
stopped listening to it. But suddenly I decided the one 
way to silence that noisome question—nobody had tried 
—was to answer it. 


With my limited staff, we started playing detective. 
For the wheat in a loaf of bread the farmer gets 214 
cents. But you pay 24 cents. So you are both being 
robbed by somebody. Who? 


I figured I’d backtrack on the culprit. So I went to the 
grocery store. ‘“‘How much do you take out, Mr. Grocer, 
when you sell a loaf of bread?” I asked. “There’s more 
than 20 cents missing that somebody’s getting. Is it 
you?” 


Well the grocer showed me that his markup is confined by 
—— to only three cents. In view of his salaries, over- 
head, that markup seemed fair mage ol especially when he 
explained that he has to pay more half of it back in 
corporate income taxes not covered in the sales tax. And also 
he contributes to the social security and unemployment taxes of 
his opera He pays an electric bill every month, plus a tax 
on it. his delivery truck was taxed when he bought it and 
the gasoline it uses and the license plates it wears are all taxed. 


So all this overhead, not to mention his own income 
taxes, made three cents seem a fair enough “profit” for 
the grocer to make on that loaf of bread. Anyway, he 
was not the robber I was looking for. 


I went to the wholesaler and rode on one of the trucks 
that delivers the bread. Maybe this driver was the boy 
who’s been picking the farmer’s pocket. But I divided 
the number of loaves of bread the man delivers by his 
wages per week and his take is less than 1/20 of one cent 
a loaf. So he’s doing all right. But he’s not stealing 
anything. 


There’s too much spread between the price and the 
cost of a loaf of bread. The Fang I was looking for 
doesn’t have just a finger in the kitty. He’s in there 
with both fists. 


I kept looking. 
There were two tedious days of sleuthing for this 
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sneak thief before I backtracked on that loaf of bread as 
far as the flour mill. But I made sure I didn’t miss any 
possible middle men in the bakery or in the railroad that 
hauled the flour .. . or anywhere. And not one was 
getting away with anything. I mean the profit slice 
which each took for his services was an infinitesimal 
fraction of one-tenth of one penny per loaf. Not even 
measureable. 


Then I got a tip. Check the sugar source. If nobody in 
the wheat-flour ingredient was robbing us—maybe the 
sugar people. I ked to a New Orleans refiner 
and it was another dead end. The price you pay for the 
sugar and the salt and the yeast and the milk solids and 
the shortening in the loaf of bread .. . all put together 
. .. comes to less than one-fourth of one cent per loaf. 


_So... and here is where I stubbed my toe. By the 
time I added everybody’s profit for age | the 
materials and finished product plus the cost of the in- 
gredients, I figured it all up and it came to 12 cents for 
re = ‘bread. You should be paying 12 cents for a loaf 
of bread. 


But I can’t get my grocer to sell me a loaf of bread for 
less than 24 cents. Who’s doubling the price of my loaf 
of bread? Who’s getting away with that other 12 
cents? I had figured every handler’s wage down to the 
most minute fraction. My figures could not be wrong. 


A loaf of bread added up to 12 cents and it’s still 
selling for 24 cents. I was getting as angry as the farmer 
who’d written me that letter. It’s frustrating to have 
your wife go to the grocery store and—somewhere in 
there—get robbed by a ghost! 


I went back to the farmer. I decided to start all over 
again, but working forward from the farmer. The re- 
proche went faster this time because I knew the 

irection. 


And this time I caught him. Red handed. The guy 
who’s picked your pocket everytime you buy a loaf of 
bread. And he’s been dealing himself in when you buy 
milk, too. There are 206 separate transactions involved 
in getting a quart of milk from the pasture to your 
doorstep. And sure enough, I found the same guy 
doubling the price. 


HE SYNDICATE he operates is so smooth and so subtle 

that it’s little wonder he’s escaped the rap for this 
before. But I’m going to expose him, because he’s gradu- 
ally aiming to double the price of your loaf of bread 
again. And again. 


While the farmer fusses and fumes and shadow boxes 
with imaginary villains, the real one has been hiding. 


I took that farmer’s bushel of wheat to the market. 
The farmer got $1.78 for it—2\% cents per loaf of bread. 
But when the flour mill added its fraction for milling 
... wait a minute. ... the flour to make one loaf of bread 





has sarong doubled! It comes out of the mill costing 
five cents. Not 214. Still the mill is getting only a minute 
fraction of a penny for itself. 


But the mill is required to pay . . . now the trail is 
getting warm .. . the mill has to add on seven Federal 
taxes and eight separate state taxes. 


The railroad which hauls the finished flour . . . now the 
trail gets hot .. . keeps only a tiny fraction of a penny 
for its services, but adds on two pennies to pay five 
Federal taxes, plus state taxes, in every state through 
which the shipment passed. In this case there were three. 


Jumping ps = cmap I thought taxes just soaked the 
rich! This is ng anybody who buys a loaf of bread. 


And when I backtracked on those other anaatieate, TI found 
the sugar refiner paid eight Federal taxes and six 
state taxes. The railroad that hauled the sugar paid taxes. 
The warehouse where the salt was stored in Chicago paid taxes. 
The shortening manufacturer and the yeast factory and the 
producer of the milk solids . . . each was keeping for himself 
such a minute profit that the total cost of the ingredients had 


added only two pennies. But the taxes had pyramided to more 
than fe ad that!” 


I am an amateur detective. But I did the best I could. 
And when Isfinally retraced the loaf of bread back to the 
grocer’s shelf, I understood why that price tag is more 
than ten times what the wheat farmer gets. Because 
there are 151 separate taxes on that loaf of bread! 


You and I have been complaining, however feebly, 
about the whack the income tax takes out of our weekly 
paycheck. But while we’ve been watching our wallet 
pocket, the hidden tax has been emptying our coin purse! 
And again and again and again. After all, we’ve consoled 
ourselves, the tax man gets only 20 per cent of my in- 
come. It’s worth that to live in America. 


UT THAT’S A LIE and a delusion. The “tax man” has 
been picking your pocket for twelve cents every 
time you buy one loaf of bread. But with such clever 
sleight of hand and by such an involved and complicated 
multiplicity of hidden taxes his hand was quicker than 
our eye. 


You think you pay a $100 tax when you buy a new 
$2,000 car. Listen: there have been $288 in hidden taxes 
collected on that car before it ever leaves the factory. 
And then there are all the taxes the dealer pays, taxes 
on income, property, taxes when you transfer the title, 
when you pay the state tax. So when you pay $2,000 
a a car, more than one-fourth of that price is just 

es. 


You’ve been figuring the corporation tax would cost 
only the big corporations. But look what happened. They 
added it to the price of the car. We pay it! 


The grocer, the trucker, the baker, the miller—they 
ea pay their taxes. We do! When we buy that loaf of 
read. 


Railroads don’t pay taxes. Corporations don’t pay 
taxes. Just people pay taxes. All the rest of those fellows 
add sca taxes onto the stuff they sell us. Only people 
pay es. 


We hear that our Federal Government is sending a 
billion dollars to Tito. And we figure “so what ....” 
But every time our Government spends a billion, it taxes 
the average American family another $25. 


Only people pay. How much different it might have 
been if our Government had said it the other way—that 
“every American family is asked to chip in $25 this year 
for Tito.” Wow! 

Conversely, every billion dollars which our Govern- 
ment saves (every billion dollars “less” that it spends) 
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decreases the tax load for the American family of fom 
by $25. Wow! 


I’m going to remember that. Every time the Washi 
ton or state spenders speak of spending another Dillion 
for something or other, I’m going to remember it’s 95 
of my dollars they’re spending. IVU make a difference, 


ES, I FINALLY TRACKED DOWN the pickpocket. The 

middle man every farmer has wondered about. The 

guy who’s behind the high prices every housewife com. 
plains about. I found him and his name is Sam. 


But Uncle Sam is not alone. His accomplices are the 
tax laws of 50 states which add one-third to the pri 
of one quart of milk. The farmer’s truck and tractor are 
taxed. The deliveryman’s truck and the tires on it and 
the battery in it. Even the air in the tires of that truck 
has four hidden taxes on it! I mean it. 


The power to run the compressor motor is taxed, as 
are the oil for the compressor and the gas station 
attendant. There are sales taxes on the compressor motor 
and the rubber hose. There are four taxes on the air in 
the tires of the truck that hauls your milk. 


When you get that explicit, counting the indirect as 
well as the direct taxes, there are more than one 
thousand taxes on one quart of milk. Taxes have crept 
up on us—like too many beers. 


Historically, whenever any nation has taxed its pronto more 
than 25 per cent of their income, that nation has eating 
its seed corn—headed for economic decay. Already our taxes 
are devo more than a third of every income dollar. They 
sought to slip the money painlessly from our paychecks by 


olding it before we got it. But like an iceberg, the far 


greater hunk of our tax load is under the surface—out of sight. 


Congress has been labeled a spending Congress. But if 
they spend more money, it will be your money. When 
they spend a billion for anything it will cost you $25. 
Both parties will try to buy your vote with your money. 
For the small wage earner, hidden ‘taxes are far more 
costly than income taxes. The best kept secret in tlie 
United States today is the whole size of the tax load. 


There are 150 taxes on one ladies’ hat. Gasoline would 
sell for two cents a gallon—except for the tax. 


I started out on the trail of a sneak thief and ended up 
with Public Enemy Number One. Now he’s yours to 
prosecute as you see fit. 
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ABL MARX was a Jew and came from a family back- 
ground that produced a long line of rabbis, some 
of them distinguished teachers in the fifteenth and 
eighteenth centuries. Yet religion played no part in the 
Marx family. His father, Hirschel, a well-to-do lawyer, 
was a free-thinker. For purely economic and social 
reasons Hirschel converted his entire family to Christi- 
anity; in the Germany of the early 19th century, higher 
professions were closed to Jews; but it could scarcely be 
said that he abjured Judaism, which he never professed, 
or that he embraced Christianity. To Karl, his Jewish 
origin was a matter of complete indifference. Some of 
his writings are packed with anti-Semitic references as, 
for example, his description of Ramsgate in August as 
being “full of fleas and Jews” and his reference in anger 
to Ferdinand Lassalle as a “Jewish nigger.” 


Hirschel Marx was disturbed by the arrogance, con- 
temptuousness and selfishness which Karl began to show 
in college. In a letter to young Kar! at the University of 
Bonn, Hirschel wrote: 


My heart often revels in thoughts about you and your future. 
And yet at times, I cannot free myself from gloomy, appre- 
hensive, terrifying ideas, when like a lightning flash there 
breaks in the thought: Is your heart equal to your head, to 
your capacities? Has it room for these tender, earthly feelings 
which bring so much consolation in this vale of tears to the 
man of feeling... . 


And later he wrote: 


Though I love you above everything (your mother excepted), 
I am not blind and still less do I mean to be blind. I make 
every possible allowance for you. But I cannot altogether throw 
off the idea that you are not free from egoism, more of it than 
is necessary for self-preservation. I cannot always drive away 
the reflection that in your place I should have treated my 
parents with greater consideration, with more unselfish love. 


At the age of 25, Karl married Jenny von Westphalen, 


the granddaughter of a German nobleman. The marriage 
turned out to be cruel to Jenny. 


In the early 1860’s Marx wrote: 


My wife tells me every day that she wishes that she and the 
children were in the grave, and I cannot really blame her; for 
the humiliations, torments and abominations which we go 
through in our situation are simply indescribable. 


In another letter, Marx wrote: 


My wife for the past year—it is understandable in the circum- 
stances, but none the less disagreeable for that—quite lost her 
good humor, and plagues the children to death with her com- 
plaints and irritability and bad temper. 

During some of their married life, Jenny had to work 
aS a governess to support the family. When daughter 
Francesca died in 1852, the intercession of a neighbor 
prevented burial in a pauper’s grave. 


Ironically, Marx’s mother, Henriette Marx reportedly 
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said: “It would have been better if Karl had made some 
capital instead of writing about it.” 


For those who disagreed with his views, Marx had 
nothing but contempt. In his category of false friends 
were those who once believed in him and lost faith and 
those who, professing to be Socialists and revolution- 
aries, refused to adhere to his doctrine of revolutionary 
socialism. 


Carl Schurz, the noted German-American political 
leader of the nineteenth century, wrote: 

I have never seen a man whose bearing was so provoking and 

intolerable. To no opinion which differed from his own did he 

accord the honour of even condescending consideration. Every 
one who contradicted him he treated with abject contempt; 
every argument that he did not like he answered either with 
biting scorn at the unfathomable ignorance that had prompted 
it, or with opprobrious aspersions upon the motives of him who 
had advanced it. I remember most distinctly the cutting disdain 

with which he pronounced the word “bourgeois;” and as a 

“bourgeois”—that is, as a detestable example of the deepest 

mental and moral degeneracy—he denounced everyone who 

dared to oppose his opinions. 

Marx had no gift for friendship; he gloried in self- 
isolation. He only understood human feeling in so far as 
it related to him. Perhaps Marx was as near as any man 
could be an island unto himself. i 


The best friend Marx had was Frederick Engels, son 
of a German textile manufacturer, who supported him 
with periodic handouts. 


The only tolerable relationship that anyone could have 
with Marx was one of subservience. Engels regarded 
himself sincerely as only a lieutenant. To Engels, Marx 
was “the greatest of living thinkers.” “Marx was a 
genius,” Engels said. “The rest of us were talented at 
best.” 


The literary collaboration between Marx and Engels 
was, of course, extensive. Engels had actually written 
some of the articles published in the New York Tribune 
under Marx’s signature, and he undertook the tremen- 
dous task of organizing Marx’s notes after his death and 
completing the final volumes of Kapital. 


NLY ON ONE OCCASION was there any serious differ- 
ence between Marx and Engels. In January, 1868, 
Mary Burns, with whom Engels lived for 20 years, died 
suddenly of a heart attack. Engels announced the tragic 
news in a letter to Marx. In reply, Marx mentioned the 
death of Mary as if in passing and then went on to 
relate his own personal problems and, apparently, philo- 
sophic interests. This “frosty” letter unnerved Engels 
who answered: 


All of my friends ..., including bourgeois acquaintances, have 
shown me on this occasion, which was bound to touch me very 
nearly, more friendship and sympathy than I could expect. You 
found the moment well chosen to advertise the superiority of 
your cold philosophy. So be it. 









In reply Marx made a shallow and uneasy apology. 


Like his friend, Engels, Marx was a Socialist revolu- 
tionary and during his entire life was involved in some 
sort of radical or subversive activity. Accordingly, Marx 
had known arrest, imprisonment and exile. In Germany, 
Belgium, France, and England he actively participated 
in the establishment of an international Communist 
movement. He drafted the Communist Manifesto in 1848, 
the most important parts of which provided for: ex- 
propriation of land and property; a steeply graduated 
income tax; abolition of the right of inheritance; 
nationalization of credit; nationalization of transporta- 
tion. He organized the First International and in 1870 
supported the Paris Commune which ruled Paris for two 
months. A bellicose manifesto written by Marx entitled, 
“The Civil War in France,” attacked the Thiers Govern- 
ment, the Parliament, and the French troops, and justi- 
fied the shooting by the Commune of the Archbishop of 
Paris and 68 other hostages. 


Marx’s chief contribution to revolutionary activities 
was his work as a scholar and thinker. In October, 1833, 
he entered the University of Bonn to study law, but a 
year later transferred to the University of Berlin. In 
April, 1841, he received his Doctor of Philosophy degree 
from the University of Jena. During these early forma- 
tive years Marx came under the spell of Hegelian phil- 
osophy which later influenced his thought. Important also 
was the impact of Ludwig Feuerbach, who preached a 
doctrine of materialism. 


Marx was employed by the New York Tribune as its 
European correspondent for ten years. For each article, 
Marx received $5, later increased to $10. His relation- 
ship with the Tribune was terminated in the spring of 
1862. 


ARX’S GREAT CONTRIBUTION to political thought was, 
however, his monumental work, Das Kapital. To 
this task, Marx said he had “sacrificed my life, 
my happiness and mv family.” The first volume of his 
“damned book,” as Marx often called it, was published 
in 1867. Work in the International diverted his energies, 
yet every year the pile of almost illegible notebooks in- 
creased. Marx died at 65 on March 14, 1883. The work 
of completing the second and third volumes of Das 
Kapital was left to Engels. The long period between the 
death of Marx and publication of the subsequent volumes 
indicates the extent of the confusion and disorganization 
of the manuscript material. 


The development of Marx’s ideas falls into three 
distinct stages: The philosophical influences are attri- 
buted to his last two years in Germany, 1842 and 1848; 
political influences came when Marx was in Paris in 
1844, moving as he did from a world of philosophic 
abstraction to concrete political action; the economic 
interests were added after his meeting with Engels and 
his years of residence in England. 


Ironically, Marx had no great affection for Russia, 
today the heartland of world communism. An inveter- 
ate anti-Slav complex lay deep within Marx’s thinking, 


and for the Russians he, like Engels, had an instinctive 
aversion and distrust. 


ARTICLE SECTION II 





The doctrines of Marx made some headway among 
nineteenth century Socialists and revolutionaries, but it 
was upon the twentieth century that Marxism made its 
greatest impact. Marx claimed for his doctrine a uni- 
versal validity for all future generations. Believing 
himself to be the prophet of the newly-created prolet- 
ariat rising from the bowels of the industrial revolution, 
Marx proclaimed the coming of a new era. His analysis 
of the movement of human events and the forces of 
change led him to believe he had found the key to al] 
history. 


But Marx’s doctrine spoke not of construction, but 
destruction. How the old order was to be cleared away 
offered no problem to him, but what was to take its place 
was an obscure vision, ill-defined and uncertain. Marx 
was above all a revolutionary. He cast the master plan 
for revolution, but his conception of the world that was 
to arise as a consequence was, as Carr observed, “con- 
ventional and even childish.” 


ERE LIES THE PARADOX of Karl Marx: He propagated 
class hatred in order to achieve the ultimate 
objective of social perfection and universal love. The 
immediate product of class hatred was to be the 
dictatorship of the proletariat. Marx denied the inherent 
rights of the individual ; and the rights of human liberty 
he despised. His was a doctrine of mass rule, mass will, 
mass man, and mass society. 


The doctrines of Marx in a variety of forms have had 
a vast influence in the world of today, but no state has 
come closer to the initial conceptions of Marx than the 
Soviet Union. The Soviets claim Marx, along with Lenin, 
to be their progenitors. They assert that the Soviet 
Union is on the way toward realizing the Communist 
millenium, a classless, perfect society. The Soviet State 
controls the means of production and distribution. Soviet 
society is a society of the mass man. Individualism is 
destroyed by the “dictatorship of the proletariat,” and 
the human will is made subject to the all powerful state. 


To some dozen people gathered at the Highgate Ceme- 
tery on March 17, 1888, paying their last respects to 
Marx, Engels declared: 


“His name and his works will live on through the 
centuries.” The supreme irony of the prediction lies 
today in the fact that the name and works of Marx 
have become the official dogma of the nation which 
Marx loathed with a deep and abiding contempt. 
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in New Bedford for a vacant State Senate seat which had 
heen Democratic since 1944. 

In light of these wins, Republicans are now looking to 
next week’s off-year elections. Many minor posts 
throughout the country will be filled, but virtually the 
ne important race will be the Kentucky governorship— 
where, surprisingly, the GOP scents a possible upset. 

Republicans rarely win anything statewide in the Blue- 
mass State, but they found hope first in the Democratic 
primary fight in which “liberal” Bert Combs defeated a 
eandidate backed by conservative Governor A. B. 
‘fappy” Chandler. Then, too, GOP candidate John 
Robsion has been making the most of his chances—Rob- 
gon, a former US Representative whose House voting rec- 
ord became more conservative in recent years, has been 
out to woo the conservative Democrats who support Chan- 
der; he has found a fertile issue in the threat of a new 
taxhike. At each campaign stop, Robsion calls on Combs 
to “say yes or no to whether he will approve a new tax 
increase When the Legislature meets in January.”’ Combs’ 
nflicting, evasive answers have so frightened Demo- 
cratic bigwigs that they have called in Harry Truman to 
campaign for Combs, fearing defeat and patronage losses. 


Education: When a university has to revise its program 
inorder to teach undergraduates how to write and spell 
correctly, it casts a poor reflection on the efficiency of our 
public education system—but such is the case at Fairleigh 
Dickinson University in New Jersey. 

Not one student in four among Fairleigh Dickinson’s 
13000 undergraduates can spell the word “professor,” 
according to a recent story in the New York Herald 
Tribune. Student compositions contain glaring errors in 
punctuation and sentence construction. Here are some 
examples furnished by the English department: 


“I went to the game I saw the players.” “We picked up 
our briefcases and carried it to the car.” “We drove to the 
drugstore and eat a sandwich.” “He stepped on the man 
below him’s head.” “I like to bowl and tennis.” “We 
went to Madison; because we wanted to do some shop- 
ping.” 

Although students will no doubt continue to arrive at 
Fairleigh Dickinson ill-prepared to write and spell at the 
college level, the faculty has no intention of allowing 
them to be graduated before these shortcomings are over- 
come. Dr. Loyd Haberly, dean of the College of Arts and 
Sciences, reports a policy adopted for the first. time this 
fall, whereby students must meet “college-level stand- 
ards” in writing before they will be graduated. Every 
freshman, sophomore, junior or senior who fails to meet 
the minimum requirements will repeat the first semester 
of Freshman English. 

Dr. Haberly explains: “There will be no exceptions, ex- 
cept for foreign students. Even they will be expected to 
comply after one year of special English classes. If seniors 
turn in bad papers, they’re going right back to that fresh- 
man semester course. If they fail the freshman course, 
they will have to take a remedial writing course, for which 


there is no credit and for which they will have to pay $66.” » 


Hollywood Mentality: Chief of the Motion Picture 
Association, Eric Johnston, who feels we can soften up the 
Communists by breaking bread with Messrs. Mikoyan and 
Khrushchev and who entertains the idea of extending 
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trade credits to the Soviet Union, has come up with new 





suggestions on how to deal with the Communists. 

Said the motion picture promoter: “Let the Russians 
see all the American movies they want—even ‘The Grapes 
of Wrath’ and ‘Tobacco Road’—it’s good propaganda for 
our own country.” 

The reason? When Russia exhibited a prewar newsreel 
showing Chicago cops clubbing strikers at a packing plant, 
the Russians, he says, didn’t notice the clobbering, but 
rather the new shoes on the strikers. He was disap- 
pointed, Johnston said, when the State Department re- 
cently refused to distribute to the Russians a film on teen- 
age violence, “Blackboard Jungle.’ They would have 
been impressed, Johnston felt, “by the fact that juvenile 
delinquents can afford wrist watches.” 

“How this can be good propaganda for our own country, 
I don’t know,” commented one Washingtonian, “but it’s 
a darned good case for juvenile delinquency.” 


Book Event: The publication of Out of the Jaws of Vic- 
tory (Henry Holt & Co., obtainable from HUMAN 
EVENTS at $4.95), by Jules Abels (author of The Tru- 
man Scandals), may well wield great influence in the 
nomination of the GOP candidate for the 1960 Presiden- 
tial election—if the public and the politicos read it and 
draw the obvious lessons therefrom. For the book pro- 
duces at least two inexorable conclusions which come as 
warnings to the GOP: (1) Me-tooism leads to defeat; (2) 
the governorship of New York is a poor training ground 
for winning a national election. Republicans who read 
this book may well shun “liberal” Nelson Rockefeller for 
the nomination next year. 

Abels’ task in his history of the extraordinary 1948 
election is to explain how Governor Dewey of New York, 
as Republican Presidential candidate that year, snatched 
defeat “out of the jaws of victory.” (The epigram is 
variously attributed to Democratic politico Paul Porter 
and Leonard Hall, Republican National Chairman under 
Eisenhower.) Opposed by three Democratic candidates 
(Truman, Thurmond and Wallace), Dewey—by his nar- 
row stupid handling of the campaign—accomplished the 
miracle of losing, despite the fact that his opposition was 
split three ways and despite the fact that almost all ob- 
servers believed he could not lose. ; 

One vignette characterizes Dewey and his limitations: 
“Dewey. was.ill informed about national: affairs. at a time 
when they had become so complex that one needed to be 
a specialist in them. Dewey’s background did not equip 
him with that knowledge. . . . He did not know national 
issues, except in a broad sense. It was to prove a fatal 
handicap in the campaign, particularly on the farm issue. 
He relied on Bell to fill the gap, but Bell himself had been 
immersed in state affairs for years.” (Referring to Elliott 
Bell, Dewey’s aide, on whom Abels places the major re- 
sponsibility for most of the bad advice which Dewey 
accepted. ) 

Dewey, says Abels, “did not defend the 80th 
Congress (conservative and following Taft’s 
lead) because he felt in his own heart that 
Truman was right, that it was a nest of reaction- 
aries.” 

Another revealing picture: “Throughout the campaign 
Dewey never attacked the New Deal since the Bell strat- 
egy called for winning with Roosevelt votes.” 
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The Mystery of the Missiles Lag 





By David S. Teeple 


Mr. Teeple has held responsible, official jobs in the 
atomic energy program since 1943—always advocating a 
more stringent security policy and the development of 
nuclear propulsion. 


HE ADVANCEMENT of the Soviet Union in science 
and technology constitutes a great peril to the United 
States and to the free world. 

No single reason can explain why we lag behind the 
Communists in missile development. Lack of effort, poor 
organization and dissipation of our scientific personnel on 
nonessential programs have all contributed. 


One aspect which is never mentioned, however, is that 
the Russians have discovered something which we have 
not; and thus far they have successfully hidden the secret. 

The largest object which we have orbitted weighs but 
13.4 pounds, compared to a Communist shot of 796 
pounds. Obviously, the thrust of their rockets is far 
superior to anything we have attained—at least three 
times as powerful. 

The jackpot question is: WHAT FUEL ARE THEY 
USING? Is it liquid, a solid, a boron, hydrazine, hydro- 
gen, solid with an oxidizer, or organic or possibly nuclear? 

If my eleven-year-old son could visit with a very com- 
municative Soviet fuel expert and merely memorize the 
accurate name of the propellent, he could transmit to 
our scientists the greatest piece of information of the last 
decade. The single fact of knowing that a certain type 
of fuel would give such performance would be a major 
step toward its development. 

If you think we are not hunting for this fuel, please 
recall that we just cancelled the boron project after ex- 
pending $200 million without its ever going into pro- 
duction. (See the Washington Post of October 11.) 

Now if what I have said is true, how do we justify the 
point of view of some of our scientists and politicians on 
the subject of science, secrecy and security? 

Since the end of World War II, the American people 
have been bombarded with propaganda proclaiming the 
universal nature of science and deriding all people who 
favor security. 

“Security through progress, and not through conceal- 
ment” has been the motto. Disclosure and interchange of 
information have been the orders of the day! 

A few quotations will recall the line of the organized 
pressure group composed of some of the leading scien- 
tists and supported by the entire “liberal” movement: 

1. “Unfortunately, secrecy and progress are mutually 
incompatible. This is always true of science, whether 
for military purposes or otherwise. Science flourishes and 
scientists make progress in an atmosphere of free inquiry 
and free interchange of ideas, with the continual mu- 
tual stimulation of active minds working in the same or 
related fields. Any imposition of secrecy in science is 
like application of a brake to progress.”—Dr. Karl T. 
Compton, 1949. 

2. “The hope for science in this country and for the 
Nation’s security is that the public at large will shed its 
fears, grow in understanding, and cease credulously ac- 
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cepting assertions that safety lies in secrecy. Secrecy jig 
antithetical to the spirit of science. It is socially hurtfy], 
Only for brief periods can it be practiced without destroy- 
ing the scientific superiority it is intended to preserve , , ” 
—Prof. Walter Gellhorn, 1950. 

3. “. .. Modern weapons are no longer secret in their 
entirety, and cannot be described on a few sheets of paper 
and locked in a safe. They are far too complex. It jg 
equally true that the ‘secret’ of a modern weapon can 
seldom be disclosed by a stolen diagram. Rather, it re. 
quires the transmission of the basic principles of a large 
and complex technology, which in turn requires tech- 
nically trained minds even to transmit the information.” 
—Dr. M. Stanley Livingston, 1956. 

On the other hand, some critics of the line have main- 
tained that if we keep telling everything while the Rus. 
sians tell nothing, sooner or later they would discover 
something that we would not. 

Needless to say, people with this opinion were casti- 
gated unmercifully by the poisoned pens of the Drew 
Pearsons and the merciless sketches of the Herblocks. 

Nevertheless, the day has arrived! The Communists 
have demonstrated that you CAN have scientific progress 
and do it in secrecy. Let some of our men of science who 
doubt this fact merely tell us what the Soviets are using 
in their rocketry. 


ET SOME CONGRESSMAN like John E. Moss (D- 
Calif.), who is always hunting headlines urging more 
disclosures, consult his sources and come up with the 
answer. Perhaps Pearson might write one of his famous 
letters to Khrushchev and ask for the recipe in the name 
of “all humanity.” 

One suspects Mr. K would merely smile and respond 
“Nyet,” which might be a good thing for the American 
people to do the next time the “liberal” pressure groups 
advocate programs which threaten our national security. 
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